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SLAVERY  ON  THE 
ZANZIBAR  MAINLAND. 


The  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has  recently  told  the 
House  of  Commons  plainly,  more  than  once,  that  British  subjects  (including 
Officials)  in  East  Africa,  are  not  permitted  to  assist  in  restoring  Slaves  to 
their  masters,  and  that  instructions  have  been  definitely  given  to  them  to 
that  effect. 

It  would  seem  that,  unless  fresh  instructions  have  been  sent  out  quite 
recently,  Mr.  Brodrick  must  draw  a  distinction  between  British  subjects 
acting  in  a  private  capacity,  and  British  subjects  sitting  to  administer 
justice  ;  for  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  hitherto  the  British  officers  in  the 
mainland  dominions  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  (which  are  leased  by  Great 
Britain  and  administered  directly  by  Her  Majesty’s  servants),  have  felt 
bound  to  order  back  fugitive'  Slaves  to  their  masters.  This  is  shown  by 
the  following  correspondence,  regarding  the  case  of  the  Christian  Slave-girl 
Kombo,  which  was  forwarded  to  the  British  and  Foreign  Anti-Slavery 
Society  last  year  by  the  Mission  Secretary  of  the  United  Methodist  Free 
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Churches.  The  Rev.  W.  G.  Howe  is  one  of  the  missionaries  of  this 
Society  in  East  Africa,  and  superintendent  of  the  Ribe  district.  Mr. 
Craufurd  is  Her  Majesty’s  Sub-Commissioner  and  Mr.  Lloyd  is  Acting 
District  Officer.  Mr.  Howe,  in  forwarding  the  correspondence  to  the 
Mission  Secretary  at  home,  wrote:  “I  think  the  case  will  explain  itself. 
Such  cases  ought  not  to  be  let  pass  unnoticed.  Either  publish  the  corre¬ 
spondence  or  put  it  into  the  hands  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society.” 


Ribe, 

June,  1898. 

Dear  Mr.  Craufurd, — The  bearer,  Kazibeni,  says  that  his  daughter  Kombo,  who 
has  been  for  many  years  on  this  station,  and  has  been  baptised  (Frederica),  having 
come  down  to  Mombasa,  is  being  detained  by  her  former  master,  Salehe  bin  Mwitadi. 
Will  you,  please,  see  what  can  be  done  in  the  case  ? 

I  remain,  yours  faithfully, 

W.  G.  HOWE. 


Ribe, 

12th  June,  1898. 

Dear  Mr.  Craufurd, — I  wrote  to  you  on  the  4th  inst.  in  regard  to  the  detention  of 
one  of  our  mission  members,  a  girl  named  Kombo,  by  her  master  in  Mombasa.  You 
have  not  yet  replied  ;  but  the  bearer  of  the  letter,  the  girl’s  father,  Kazibeni,  returned 
here  the  next  day,  saying  that  you  required  the  presence  of  the  mother  also.  The  mother 
accordingly  came  down  to  Mombasa  with  Kazibeni.  Kazibeni  now  says  that  you 
ordered  the  return  of  all  three  to  the  master.  I  should  like  to  hear  from  you  what 
actually  took  place.  Kazibeni  admits  that  Kombo,  before  you,  formally  elected  to  return 
to  her  master ;  but  says  that  she  had  been  intimidated  before  her  appearance  before  you 
— made  to  take  an  oath  that  she  would  not  again  leave  her  master.  Did  the  mother  and 
father  also  return  to  the  master  of  their  own  free  will  ? 

A  reply  will  greatly  oblige. 

Yours  faithfully, 

W.  G.  HOWE. 


Mombasa, 

gth  June,  1898. 

My  Dear  Howe, — With  reference  to  your  letter  of  the  4th  inst.,  I  am  sorry  to  say 
I  was  unable  to  do  anything  for  Kombo  or  her  mother  or  Kazibeni,  as  they  all  admit  of 
their  own  free  will  that  they  are  the  lawful  Slaves  of  Salehe  bin  Husein  (Mwitadi). 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  had  no  option  but  to  return  the  Slaves  to  him.  *  I  went  into 
their  case  thoroughly.  They  could  bring  nothing  against  their  master,  and  could  raise  no 
plea  on  which  to  demand  their  freedom. 

Yours  sincerely, 

EDWARD  L.  LLOYD. 

P.S. — I  referred  the  case  to  Mr.  Craufurd  before  giving  my  decision,  and  he  was 
also  of  the  opinion  that  there  was  nothing  to  be  done. 
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Rise, 

14//;  June,  1898. 

Dear  Mr.  Lloyd, — I  have  just  received  your  letter  of  the  gth  inst.,  in  reply  to  mine 
of  the  4th.  Seeing  that*SALEHE  bin  Husein  had  not  gained  re-possession  of  the  persons 
of  Kazibeni  and  his  wife  until  they  were  handed  over  to  him  by  you,  that  the  former  was 
my  messenger,  and  the  latter  came  down  to  Mombasa  at  your  request,  I  must  enter  a 
strong  protest  against  the  illegality  of  your  action,  and  shall  do  everything  in  my  power 
to  reverse  your  decision.  It  has  been  distinctly  ruled  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
that  a  British  subject  taking  any  part  in  returning  a  runaway  Slave  to  his  master  against 
his  will  is  guilty  of  a  breach  of  British  law.  I  shall  forward  the  whole  of  the  corres¬ 
pondence  connected  with  this  case  to  England  for  publication  in  the  press,  or  such  other 
use  as  may  seem  advisable  to  our  General  Missionary  Secretary  or  Foreign  Missionary 
Committee.  In  the  meantime,  if  there  is  any  appeal  from  your  Court  to  a  higher  in 
Mombasa,  I  shall  do  my  utmost  to  promote  an  appeal.  How  do  you  classify  the  case  ? — 
as  “  civil  ”  or  “  criminal  ”  ?  And  where  does  the  appeal  lie  ?  ...  . 

I  remain,  yours  faithfully, 

W.  G.  HOWE. 

P.S. — I  shall  never  allow  a  Slave  to  come  down  to  the  coast  again  when  asked  for, 
except  under  arrest  by  official  warrant  or  in  answer  to  a  judicial  summons,  and  not  even 
then  if  I  can  prevent  it  without  breaking  the  law. — -W.  G.  H. 


Mombasa, 

June  1898. 

Dear  Mr.  Howe, — I  wrote  you  last  week  concerning  the  girl  Kombo.  Her  mother 
was  not  sent  for  by  me,  but  appeared  here  in  Court,  so  far  as  I  know,  of  her  own  free  will. 

I  am  sending  you  a  copy  of  the  proceedings.  You  will  see  that  they  all  admit  being 
the  lawful  Slaves  of  Salehe,  and  can  produce  no  plea  whatever  wherewith  to  claim  their 
freedom,  so  I  could  do  nothing  on  their  behalf.  The  master  was  also  unwilling  for  them 
to  purchase  their  freedom. 

Yours  sincerely, 

(Signed)  EDWARD  L.  LLOYD. 


(Copy  of  Proceedings.) 

Mombasa, 

June  6th,  1898. 

Salehe  bin  Husein  claims  his  three  lawful  Slaves,  Kazibeni,  Kombo,  Mame- 
Kombo,  who  have  been  living  at  Roebe  (sic)  for  the  last  ten  years.  The  Slaves  have  no 
plea  wherewith  to  claim  their  freedom,  and  as  Roebe  is  within  the  Sultan’s  dominions 
I  am  of  opinion  that  they  have  always  been  in  Slavery,  and  as  they  all  declare  that  they 
are  the  lawful  property  of  the  claimant.  Court  orders  them  to  return  to  their  master. 

(Signed)  EDWARD  LLOYD, 

Acting  District  Officer. 


Mombasa, 

June  2is/,  1898. 

Dear  Mr.  Howe, — Mr.  Lloy'D  has  shown  me  your  last  letter  concerning  the  people 
from  your  mission  station.  He  tells  me  that  all  the  three  persons,  Kazibeni,  Kombo,  and 
Mame-Kombo,  said  in  his  presence  that  they  were  the  lawful  Slaves  of  Salehe  bin 
Husein,  and  said  that  they  knew  that  it  was  their  duty  to  return  to  their  master,  but  that 
they  preferred  to  live  in  Ribe.  The  master  then  asked  that  the  law  should  be  pronounced, 
and  Mr.  Lloyd  said  that  they,  having  acknowledged  that  the  man  was  their  lawful  master. 
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ought  to  accompany  him.  This  they  did,  and  they  are  now,  I  understand,  living  in  his 
house. 

Mr.  Lloyd  suggested,  before  giving  the  above  deliverance,  that  some  arrangement 
for  the  purchase  of  their  freedom  should  be  come  to,  but  the  Slaves  made  no  answer,  and 
the  master  refused  to  accept  the  proposal. 

The  master  now  wishes  to  have  the  matter  put  into  legal  form,  and  has  taken  out  a 
summons  for  his  Slaves,  so  that  he  may  have  his  lawful  possession  declared  beyond  doubt. 

The  case  is  before  the  Provincial  Court,  which  will  adjourn  to  a  convenient  date  to 
give  you  an  opportunity  of  appearing  in  person,  or  by  deputy,  if  you  wish  to  do  so. 
Kindly  let  me  have  your  answer. 

I  write  you  at  this  length  in  order  to  convince  you  that  the  officers  of  this  adminis¬ 
tration  have  no  wish  to  act  in  an  unfair  manner,  as  your  letters  would  imply,  but  that 

they  have  to  carry  out  the  law  current  in  these  dominions,  even  when  it 
entails  upon  them  the  disagreeable  duty  of  pronouncing  the  legality  of  a 
state  of  Slavery  between  the  Sultan’s  subjects. 

The  remedy  for  your  grievance  is  an  alteration  of  the  law,  but  that  is  beyond  the 
powers  of  the  judicial  and  executive  officers. 

Yours  sincerely, 

CLIFFORD  H.  CRAUFUKD. 

i  .\s  a  matter  of  fact  the  summons  was  never  issued  and  the  case  never  came  before 
the  Provincial  Court.  I  had,  however,  a  personal  interview  with  Mr.  Craufurd,  Mr. 
Lloyd,  and  the  Slave-owner,  from  which  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  decision  of  the 
Acting  District  Officer’s  Court  would  not  be  reversed  on  appeal,  at  least  in  Mombasa. — 
W.  G.  H.] 


Ribe, 

June  2^th,  1898. 

Dear  Mr.  Craufurd, — Having  seen  you  and  Mr.  Lloyd  personally  in  regard  to 
the  case  of  Kazibeni,  Kombo,  and  Mame-Kombo  (Tijara),  I  am  satisfied  that  there  was 
no  intentional  unfairness  in  the  procedure  of  the  case  ;  that  you  and  Mr.  Lloyd  were  but 
administering  the  law  as  understood  by  you.  At  the  same  time  it  was  at  least  unfortunate 
that  my  instituting  an  inquiry  into  Kombo’s  case  should  have  resulted  in  the  return  of  her 
father  and  mother  also  to  the  condition  of  Slavery,  the  one  my  messenger,  and  the  other 
brought  down  to  Mombasa  solely  in  connection  with  Kombo’s  case. 

I  remain,  yours  sincerely, 

W.  G.  HOWE. 


In  reference  to  this  case  the  Honorary  Secretary  wrote  a  letter  to  The 
Times  in  the  following  terms  : 


Slavery  in  Zanzibar. 

To  the  Editor  of  The  Times. 

Sir,  Under  the  above  heading  a  question  was  asked  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease  on  the  loth  inst.,  as  to  the  rendition  of 
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fugitive  slaves  at  Mombasa.  It  appears  that  in  June  last  the  Acting 
District  Officer,  Mr.  Edward  L.  Lloyd,  ordered  three  slaves,  who  had  been 
for  about  ten  years  enjoying  their  freedom  at  a  mission  station  at  Ribe, 
under  the  control  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Howe,  of  the  United  Methodist  Free 
Churches,  to  be  given  back  to  Slavery  because  their  former  Arab  master 
had  found  them  visiting  Mombasa,  and  had  claimed  them  before  the  Court. 
This  action  was  approved  and  confirmed  by  her  Majesty’s  Sub-Commissioner, 
Mr.  Clifford  Craufurd,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Howe,  dated  June  21,  1898,  copy 
of  which  is  now  before  me,  together  with  the  whole  correspondence  relating 
to  this  iniquitous  transaction.  This  has  been  in  the  possession  of  our 
Society  for  several  months,  and  has  been  printed  in  full  in  our  Journal,  and 
yet  Mr.  Brodrick  informs  Mr.  Pease  that  “no  official  report  had  reached  the 
Government,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Officer  named  had  been  transferred 
to  an  inland  station.”  Which  Officer  ?  Was  it  the  subordinate,  Mr.  Lloyd, 
or  his  chief,  Mr.  Sub-Commissioner  Craufurd  ?  The  concluding  phrase 
in  the  letter  of  the  last-named  official  runs  thus  :  “  The  remedy  for  your 

grievance  is  an  alteration  of  the  law,  but  that  is  beyond  the  powers  of  the 
judicial  and  Executive  Officers. 

Will  you  allow  me  to  observe.  Sir,  that  the  law  requires  no  alteration  on 
this  point,  for,  in  1897,  the  Attorney-General  thus  declared  the  law  of 
England  as  to  the  rendition  of  Slaves  : 

“  Any  British  subject,  no  matter  where,  or  in  whatever  service  or 
employment  he  may  be  engaged,  is  breaking  the  British  law,  and  is  exposing 
himself  to  penalties  if  he  takes  part  in  restoring  to  his  master,  or  otherwise 
depriving  of  his  liberty,  any  person  on  the  sole  ground  that  he  is  a  fugitive 
slave.” 

Therefore  the  giving  back  these  three  persons  into  Slavery  was  clearly 
an  illegal  act.  Mr.  Pease  further  inquired  whether  these  Slaves  were  not 
under  the  protection  of  a  missionary  at  the  time.  To  this  no  answer  was 
vouchsafed,  but  I  shall  be  glad  if  you  will  allow  me  to  make  known  the 
facts  shown  by  the  letters  already  referred  to,  which  make  the  case  more 
than  usually  scandalous.  The  girl  Kombo,  who  had  been  many  years  on 
the  mission  station,  was  baptised  into  the  Christian  Church,  under  the 
name  of  F'rederica,  aud  having  been  sent  on  an  errand  to  Mombasa, 
16  miles  off,  was  seized  and  claimed  by  her  former  master,  Salehe  bin 
Husein,  as  were  also  her  father  and  mother,  who  had  been  employed  by 
the  same  missionaries.  They  were  given  back  into  Slavery  by  the  British 
District  Court,  as  already  shown. 

Now,  Sir,  we  have  here  the  almost  incredible  fact  of  British  officials 
surrendering  a  baptised  Christian  girl,  who  for  some  ten  years  had  been 
living  a  virtuous  life  on  a  mission  station,  to  the  tender  mercies  of  her 
former  Arab  master,  who  could  punish  her  as  he  pleased,  or  degrade  her  to 
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the  vilest  depths  of  the  harem.  Comment  upon  such  a  state  of  things  under 
the  protection  of  Great  Britain  is  unnecessary. 

I  am,  yours  faithfully, 

Chas.  H.  Allen, 

Honorary  Secretary. 

British  and  Foreign  Anti-Slavery  Society, 

55,  New  Broad  Street,  E.C. 

February  17th. 


Memorial  to  Foreign  Office. 

At  the  end  of  last  year  the  Committee  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society 
sent  a  Memorial  to  Lord  Salisbury  representing  the  anomalous  condition 
of  things  prevailing  in  the  Zanzibar  mainland  strip,  where  our  Officials, 
though  bound,  as  British  subjects,  to  obey  the  Common  Law  of  this 
country,  appear  to  hold  themselves  bound,  as  judges,  to  administer  the 
Mahommedan  local  law. 

The  following  extract  is  from  the  Memorial  referred  to ;  and  to  the 
questions  raised  in  it  the  Society  has  received  no  answer  : 

“  The  Committee  desires  also  to  bring  before  your  Lordship’s  notice  the 
position  of  the  British  Officials  on  the  Zanzibar  mainland  in  relation  to 
Slavery,  and  to  deplore  the  conflict  which  exists  between  the  Mahommedan 
lex  loci  and  the  Common  Law  of  England.  The  Officials  appear  to 
consider  it  their  duty,  in  obedience  to  Mahommedan  custom,  to  hand  back 
fugitive  Slaves  to  their  masters,  thus  setting  at  nought  the  declaration  made 
by  the  Attorney-General  last  year  in  the  House  of  Commons . 

“  In  a  judgment  given  by  the  Provincial  Court  of  Mombasa,  on  April 
25th  last,  in  the  case  of  Sheikh  Nwe  v.  Heri  Karibn,  Mr.  Craufurd,  the 
judge  of  that  Court,  pronounced  the  startling  opinion  that  nothing  in  the 
Attorney  General’s  declaration  ‘  alters  or  modifies  the  existing  local  law,’ 
and  that  ‘  at  the  time  of  the  debate  the  Attorney-General  had  not  been  put 
into  possession  of  full  information  as  to  the  actual  laws  in  force  in  this 
country,  and  the  obligations  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government  to  administer 
such  laws.’  The  Court  thus  refused  to  allow  that  a  Slave  appearing  before 
it  to  claim  freedom  had  any  remedy,  although  the  rendition  of  fugitive 
Slaves  by  a  British  subject  was  declared  by  the  highest  authority  to  be 
illegal. 

“  The  Committee  believes  that  the  Officials  feel  themselves  bound  by 
the  undertaking  made  by  the  British  East  Africa  Company  and  the  British 
Government  when  taking  over  the  mainland  dominions  leased  to  them  by 
the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  that  they  would  maintain  the  Mahommedan  law 
and  and  all  ancient  customs,  including  Slavery.  The  Committee  would. 
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however,  respectfully  submit  that  for  the  Mahommedan  local  law  or  custom 
of  Slavery  to  override  the  law  of  Great  Britain  in  a  district  administered  by 
British  officials,  and  under  British  control,  is  a  striking  anomaly,  and  alto¬ 
gether  opposed  to  British  policy  and  principles  of  freedom,  and  they  would 
earnestly  urge  upon  your  Lordship  that  steps  may  be  immediately  taken  to 
make  the  Attorney-General’s  declaration  of  the  law  effective  in  the  Zanzibar 
mainland.” 

In  addressing  the  Anti- Slavery  Deputation  which  waited  on  him  at  the 
Foreign  Office  on  January  13th,  Mr.  Brodrick  treated  the  whole  question 
of  the  Zanzibar  mainland  somewhat  evasively,  and  did  not  refer  to  the 
special  points  here  raised.  It  now  appears  probable  that  unless  an  “outside 
stimulus  ”  is  persistently  applied — although  Mr.  Brodrick  has  said  that  no 
such  stimulus  is  needed  the  Government  will  take  no  further  steps  in  the 
matter.  The  promise,  made  in  1895,  to  maintain  the  law  of  Islam  is  now 
tacitly  admitted,  and  we  fear  that  the  Attorney-General’s  declaration  will 
continue  to  be  quietly  ignored  by  British  Officials.  The  reason  pleaded  by 
the  Government  for  taking  no  action  against  Slavery  on  the  mainland  strip 
is  the  vastness  of  the  territory  of  which  Great  Britain  has  charge  in  East 
Africa,  and  the  dangers  of  rebellions,  etc.,  in  the  Uganda  and  East  Africa 
Protectorates,  which  the  comparatively  small  number  of  British  officers 
have  to  encounter.  We  think  that  this  plea  is  misleading,  but  even  if  the 
troubles  in  Uganda,  hundreds  of  miles  distant,  make  it  unsafe  to  abolish 
the  legal  status  of  Slavery  in  the  ten-mile  zone,  the  administration  of  the 
Mahommedan  law  of  Slavery  by  Her  Majesty’s  servants,  and  the  rendition 
of  fugitive  Slaves  by  them  ought  at  once  to  be  stopped.  In  the  forcible 
letter  which  Bishop  Tucker,  of  Eastern  Equatorial  Africa,  addressed  to  The 
Times  some  weeks  ago,  from  which  we  give  an  extract  below,  the  writer 
shows  how  the  Government  have  been  compelled  to  change  their  front  on 
this  question.  Let  them  see  to  it  then  that  the  law,  as  declared  by  the 
Attorney-General  himself,  is  consistently  and  unreservedly  obeyed  and 
carried  out. 


Extract  from  A  Letter  from  Bishop  Tucker. 

[From  The  Times,  January  i2,th,  i8gg.) 

“  In  i88g  the  missionaries  of  the  Church  Missionary  Society  were 
plainly  told  by  Lord  Salisbury  that  to  shelter  Slaves  was  illegal,  and 
like  loyal  citizens  they  obeyed  the  law  as  laid  down  for  them,  and  many 
Slaves  were  actually  surrended.  This  went  on  until  July  ist,  1895,  when 
the  government  of  the  country  passed  from  the  hands  of  the  I.B.E.A. 
Company  into  those  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government.  It  appeared  to  me  then 
that  a  complete  change  had  come  over  the  situation,  and  that  probably  that 


which  might  be  a  legal  course  of  procedure  for  a  trading  company  to  pursue 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  would  be  altogether  illegal  for  the  representatives 
of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen.  In  one  case  the  directors  only  would  be  com¬ 
promised,  but  in  the  other,  the  whole  British  nation.  Immediately,  therefore, 
on  my  return  from  Uganda  (two  years  ago),  where  I  had  been  engaged  for 
more  than  12  months,  I  addressed  a  letter  to  Her  Majesty’s  Acting 
Commissioner  (Mr.  Craufurd)  asking  him  what  course  it  was  proposed  to 
pursue  under  the  altered  condition  of  things  with  regard  to  the  surrender  of 
fugitive  Slaves.  I  expressed  the  hope  that  now  Great  Britain  had  become 
responsible  for  the  government  of  British  East  Africa,  no  more  demands  for 
surrender  would  be  made.  To  that  letter  I  have  received  no  reply  from  that 
day  to  this. 

“  Under  these  circumstances  it  became  necessary  for  me  at  once  to  ascertain 
whether  Her  Majesty’s  Commissioner  in  East  Africa  was  acting  in  accordance 
with  the  common  law  of  England  or  not  in  restoring  the  runaway  Slaves  to 
their  masters.  I  therefore  took  steps  to  obtain  legal  opinion  upon  the  point, 
and  being,  in  consequence  of  the  advice  which  I  received,  convinced  that  the 
Administration  in  East  Africa  was  acting  illegally,  I  at  once  instructed  the 
C.M.S.  representative  in  Mombasa  to  refuse  to  deliver  up  anymore  Slaves. 
I  stated  at  the  same  time  that  I  was  prepared  to  answer  any  charge  which 
might  be  brought  against  me  in  consequence.  Eventually  the  matter  was 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  action  of  the  East  Africa 
Administration  was  defended  by  Mr.  Curzon  on  the  lines  of  Sir  Julian 
Pauncefote’s  despatch  quoted  above.  On  June  28,  1897,  however,  the 
whole  of  Mr.  Curzon’s  contention  went  by  the  board,  and  it  was  announced 
in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the  following  telegram  had  been  sent  to 
Sir  Arthur  Hardinge  ;  “  The  Attorney-General  has  laid  down  that  a 

Brirish  subject  anywhere,  in  whatever  service  or  employment  he  may  happen 
to  be  engaged,  if  he  takes  part  in  restoring  to  his  master,  or  otherwise 
depriving  any  person  of  his  liberty,  on  the  sole  ground  that  he  is  a  fugitive 
Slave  is  breaking  the  British  law,  and  exposing  himself  to  penalties.” 

“Then  followed  these  significant  words:  “  I  have  to  inform  you  for  your 
personal  guidance  that  you  should  conform  your  conduct  to  the  law  thus 
laid  down.” 

“I  think.  Sir,  from  what  I  have  stated,  that  three  things  will  be  clear. 
Eirst,  that  the  missionaries  were  compelled  the  surrender  fugitive  Slaves,  in 
obedience  to  the  law  as  laid  down  by  Lord  Salisbury  ;  secondly,  that  the 
law  so  laid  down  was  bad,  and  contrary  to  the  common  law  of  England  ; 
and  thirdly,  that  immediately  on  the  true  state  of  the  law  becoming  known 
to  us,  as  the  result  of  our  own  inquiries,  we  reversed  our  action,  and  obeyed 
the  law  as  laid  down  by  the  Attorney-General  in  the  dicttmi  above  quoted.” 
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